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being with the greatest propriety applicable to Deucalion
and Pyrrha as the only survivors of the calamity. It is
almost needless to observe that this proposition never met
with any recognition.1-1 The rest of Mr. Barrington's
paper is taken up with an examination of the three
chapters of Genesis relating to the circumstances of the
Deluge, in which he can see no reasons for supposing it to
have been general. On the whole, therefore, he con-
ceives " that there had been a great flood at Apameia [as
it was surrounded by three rivers] whilst Alexander was
high priest, which event is commemorated by a medallion
representing Deucalion's deluge, it being the most con-
siderable calamity of this kind which was known to the
Christian world/'

The next opponent to Mr. Bryant was the Rev. Dr,
Milles, Dean of Exeter, and President of the Society of
Antiquaries. From an examination of the conflicting
statements of the times, Dr. Milles rejected entirely the
reading NOE as an alteration by forgers of the word NEOK^
the coin with this supposed inscription as given by Vaillant
being the only true existing piece. We have already,
earlier in this paper, spoken of this reading. From this
Dr. Milles, denying any allusion whatever to Noah,
inclined rather towards the deluge of Deucalion, but
concludes by thinking that the type refers to some par-
ticular religious or historical fact relative to Apameia, of
which the circumstances have not been transmitted to
posterity.

The third paper on this subject, read to the Society of

121 Eckhel (Doot. Num. Vet. vol. iii. p. 1ST), in alluding to
this audacious conjecture (audacem eonjecturam) says that no one,
unless perchance he was some son of Jlardouin, would ever agree
to it.